















Figure S1: The RP for trials where subjects moved their left hand (left panel) and their right hand (right panel) 
separately. Dividing the trials into left-hand and right-hand ones results in only half the number of trials per subject, 
compared with Fig. 3. So, easy and hard decisions were pooled together to get back to approximately the same 
number of trials. Notably, the main pattern of results persists for each type of trials (right/left responses), where an 




Figure S2: (A) The subjects with above-median RTs for arbitrary decisions (in blue) and below-median RTs for 
deliberate decisions (in red), show the same pattern that was found in the main analysis (Fig. 3). (B) A regression of 
the difference between the RPs versus the difference between the RTs for deliberate and arbitrary decisions for each 
subject. The equation of the regression line is y = 0.78 [CI -0.69, 2.25] x + 0.03 [CI -1.93, 2.00]. The R2 is low at 
0.08 and, as the confidence intervals suggest, the slope is not significantly different from 0 (F(1,17)=1.48, p=0.28). 
One subject, #7, had an RT difference between deliberate and arbitrary decisions that was more than 6 interquartile 
ranges (IQRs) away from the median difference across all subjects. That same subject’s RT difference was also 
more than 5 IQRs higher than the 75th percentile across all subjects. That subject was therefore designated an outlier1 























Figure S3: The lateralized readiness potential (LRP) for deliberate and arbitrary, easy and hard decisions. No 













Figure S4: The first 20 model runs for all four decision conditions. The integration threshold, at 0.15, is designated 












Table S1: NPO names and causes acronyms 
 
NPO Cause acronym NPO website 
Consensual NPOs  
American Society 
on Aging 
Pro Quality of 
Life for the 
Elderly 
http://asaging.org/ 
Conservation Fund Pro Environment 
protection' 
http://www.conservationfund.org/ 
Bill & Melinda 
Gates Foundation 
Pro Education http://www.gatesfoundation.org/ 










Pro Poverty & 
Disaster Relief 
http://www.oxfam.org/ 


























Pro Culture & 
Arts Preservation 
https://www.iiconservation.org/ 
Big Brothers and 















































Pro Abortion & 
Family Planning 
http://www.plannedparenthood.org/ 














Stem for Life 
Foundation 




Christian Dental & 
Medical 
Association 

















Pro Gun Rights http://www.nationalgunrights.org/ 
 
Coalition to Stop 
Gun Violence 
















Pro Israel http://www.standwithus.com/ 
Palestinian Centre 
for Human Rights 































































for Separation of 
Church and State 
Pro Separation of 






of Church & 
State 
http://www.cc.org 





















Non-GMO Project Anti Genetically 
Modified Foods 
http://www.nongmoproject.org/ 
Answers in Genesis Pro Creationism 
Teaching 
https://answersingenesis.org 











1 Tukey, J. Exploratory Data Analysis.  (Addison-Wesley, 1977). 
 
